June 18, 1969 

Dear Cave, 

I have been too hampered by work to write to you earlier, and I do not have the tine to 
write as lengthy a reply to your letter of June 7 as I would like. Most of what 1 would have 
written to yeu is contained in ray letter to Fred and Marlynn Neweesab of June 17 , 1369 . I have 
asked thera to sake this available to you should you oars to read it. I did not have enough, 
carton paper handy to be able to make you a copy since : I wrote it late at night when. our main 
office was closed. If for sane reason Fred will not allcw ycu to see this, I will dig out ray 
carbon and send you one, hut I expect that he will show it to you upon request* It. is & long 
letter which took quit® a wh i le to write and even mace time to prepare for its - writing, since I 
had to go over a great pile of things which Harold sent J»e and read them all, plus re-read your 
correspondence and that of Fred and Marlynn , and then the things ycsu sent me about KT . 

You will recognize when you read that letter that I did just what ycu challenged rae to do — 
asked of Harold, or got without asking, see® proof of the things he had told me, and which I had 
relayed to you. These claims of his, you fey and large labeled lies and cn this basis, labeled 
Harold a liar. In other oases ycu implied it, but did not use the word. Well , after this exten- 
sive investment of torse and e ff or t cn ray part, and time and even money for xeroxing cn Harold's, 
Idle conclusion I draw is that if anyone is a liar it is certainly not Harold . I make no charges 
of lying against ycu cr those who ycu quoted since I do not threw that word around is lightly as 
ycu do. But I do say this? That 1 have seen sufficient documentation to dispute all of the 
claims you made in your letters which I forwarded to Harold — all of those involving alleged theft 
of other peoples' work and passing it off as his own, alleged lying about .■shy he went cut to Cali 
etc. Some were refuted specifically down to the last word, as with Lillain’s claims, while other 
were strongly supported in his direction enough that although Harold offered more material as soo 
as he had time to dig it cut, esc his entire files cn these things, I have decided to decline (al- 
though fron his last letter, h® may force the stuff cn me at further cost of time and money to 
{-dmaelf) sine® the best that Could result in your faszor would fee a alight show of Harold having 
slightly exaggerated one esc two items in the manner in which we all do far most stories we tell, 
gut even the latter is not of higx expectation in my raind. So, your charges of his. lying, and 
of his theft are outright falsehoods. I have seen this correspondence written by Lillain, Fred, 
yourself, Maggie, Bill O'Cannell, and Bay with ray own eyes and examined it at length. Fee* what- 
ever reason, and of whatever cause, these charges are not true. 

In two eases, ironically, ths opposite is true, Lillian, for instance, fceggdd people to 
use her work, and not only said she didr.' ;t want credit, definitely asked that bar name rest be 
used with it, and even indicated some fear of such a thing happening. So Harold could haw leg- 
itraataly used her stuff without citing it, and in fact, would have expected her to want that rath 
than using her name. And then there is, in Lillian’s own handwriting, at a date far after Barol 
published WW II, tha statement that no one has used her Z202-¥iilis S stuff and that no one prob- 
ably ever will, so there is r.o doubt that she knew that Harold used a proof other than bars in 
is bock. Ironically again, she is seemingly despondent that no cm will aver use it. Then the 
case of Fred. Harold cites Fred in his newest bock, and I sent Fhed tha page. Harold has cited 
Fred many times on Bad io and TV <1 have heard about 6 cry self 5 and fought with Gough and Lam on. 
Fred's behalf over proper credit for the work, then challenged. Turner's claia and Sprague's clais 
tat it. Finally, he challenged Mark Lane on TV, and Mark defended tha theft of it and defended 
theft in general, and then wrote this up in Coup D’Etat. So Fred says that Harold is a thief or 
has tried to steal his work, add that Mark is a good guy who gives credit. Well, the irrefutable 
record proves the opposite , and in fact , that Harold has done more than even myself to defend 
Fred from theft. 

In your letter to re of June 7 you say that you did not state ncr mean to imply that I had 
•told a single lie. Yet in your latter of June 2, paragraph 1, you indicate that statements made 
by ras^haw" proven to b© untrue.” and that you took my word that those assertions by me were 




«xurate. In the next paragraph you label a claim by me as false. Furthermore, this whole 
issue of the color changes revolves around my story, not Weisberg's, mywZli Sw I 

told you people point blank that he told ms about them before Fred rf-M * .. • 

rreQ axa y so you are questioning 

ny word, no matter *hat other inferences you make about Harold. Harold, until just recently, 
did not even know that this argument was taking place, and it took several letters before I cou 
make him understand what the dispute was. He still may not Sully understand what he supposedly 
"stole.” So, no matter how you reword it, or how much you want to try to emphasize your theory 
about Weisberg having stolen the stuff and then used me as his dupe, the claim is mine, not his 
that he told me about it prior to Fred (bear in mind that we are not, as I pointed out in an 
earlier letter, talking about exactly the same color changes, and certainly net the same eviden 
for their existence, which is what counts anyway). So, while your distinction of not having 
literally called me a liar, using its operation definition, you are incorrect in terms of what 
the argument was about, and in any event, came pretty dam closed to doing it outright. I adds 
my modification "...to wit, I assume, lying...” primarily because you had carefully avoided the 
point in your letters that the basic claims in the question of the colts* changes were mine and 
had nothing to do with vfeisberg* He didn’t claim ha .told me before Frdd told me anything about 
it-~I did. 



Your explanation of your last paragraph of your June 2 letter , in which you s&fefee that tb 
info "in fact" originated from Weisberg, were I to read it your way, would indicate that I am 
the fabricator or liar. In other words, there is no question about me. sending you people the 
claims or info, and the only question is the. source. Whatever the source, according to your 
analysis, it is an attempt to steal Fted'a work. So, that boils down to Be sr Harold. Further 
Dave, you totally neglect to mention that you asked how I came to "repeating aS story'.' That wo 
further suggest Weisberg., since if I say sesasthing on my own, that would not be repeating anyth 
except perhaps ray own thoughts or memories . But witen making charges of this seriousness (purpo 
ful deception and theft) , it would be wise to b® a hit mere careful with your Wording , if in fa 
y on meant orrifcy what you clais to mean now. So, in brief, the color ahartge story is mine, and 
it cams fresa oarrespondence (I* almost-: certain) or in any event, definitely two phene calls, 
ffesa Harold -to me, mentioning those things. If- 1 mentioned it to Fred in a letter, arid I am 
: certain that I did, it would have been thus phrased, a^d had to da with the identification of 



the source of the farewell America (or any of LaMsrre’s copies) of the 2 film teich I was total 
in tee dark about, as my correspondence wite both of you shows. In fact, if you will examine 
that corre3pcsTdenoa , you will see that I hypothesized a CIA source for' it. 

As for your other ccmmants cn Harold, to the best of say knowledge, now after having check© 
correspondence from tee people you cited which says just the opposite, and as is indicated and 
partially documented in say letter to Ftdd and Marlynn (trusting, of course, that you dp not 
think me a liar, and trust me to quote from letters I Java in sty possession) , they are unfound© 

As I indicated in my last letter to you, I do not want to even sea your manuscript , althou, 
I hope that it gets out in bock form socn, since I do not want to be open to charges of having 
stolen things. Bear in mind teat such could have happened wite tee Powell thing had I read you 
manuscript the same as it did just though correspondence and you having falsely remembered tell 
me that or assumed, for soma reason, that you had. I originally had not really "requested" a 
chance to read your manuscript, but rather offered to do it to help you get it ready for public 
ticn and perhaps to find things I could add. Harold and others have long case to accept ray off! 
&£* what they ares I am rrost interested in lending any help I can, especially for things going 
into print, sins® that is the critics major contact with tee public, and bocks should be as wel 
stated as possible, and also have all relevent info on each subject. Irormsally, you have for 
long phone conversations and in letters attempted to pussp me for info, sometimes for what Barol 
lias and will publish, and have indicated that you have spoken to sememe else who has read one i 
koto of his manuscripts in order to find out about what is it them. 

Well, that’s all for now. Pleas® go and read asy letter to Fred and Marlynn of June 17 . 
Best wishes in getting your book out soon. I hogsa teat it lives up to your premises. 




